JAN. 19. 2004 2:27PM CALFEE HALTER GRISWOLD NO. 3765 P. 9 

Serial No.: 09/921,465 
Examiner. G. Kneh 
Art Unit 1734 
Date: lanuso' 19.2*104 



REMARKS 

m the Office action, claims 16-20 were rejected under 35 U.S.C. §112. first paragraph, as 
not meeting the written description requirement; claims 1. 3. 8 and 19 were rejected ^ 
anticipated by Jahn; claims 1 . 2 and 4 were rejected as anticipated by Madden; claims 1-4. 8, 9. 
n 12 and 14 were rejected as anticipated by Friel; claims 2. 4, 9. 10. U, 13. 16 and 17 were 
^j'ected as bemg unpatentable over JaM and Coxrig^; claims 4. 10. 11, 13. 16 and 17 were 
rejected as being unpatentable over Friel and Conigan; claim 5 was rejected as bemg 
unpatentable over Jahn or Friel and HoUstein; claim 18 was rejected as being unpatentable over 
Jahn or Friel and Levy; claim 18 was rejected as being m^palentable over Jahn or Friel and Patel; 
and claim 20 was rqected as being m^atenlable over Jahn or Friel and Diummond. 

AS a preliminary matter, the title and abstract are amended to be more specific to the 
presently claimed subject matter. 

Tl. specific^on h« 1>«n amended to tocoiporat, > poition of ft. piovfeion^ patent 
appU«.ion that ™ me«n.orated by refe«.ce B the present appHcatioD. Spectfically to 
provisional d«otib«l the use of case studies as par. of a t«nole nervork based ecormnerc, stte. 
NO new matter has been add«l. it being clearly descm>e4 in the providonal „lica«,on the 
^ and manner of use of such case studies. Claims 16 and 17 hereof are amended to confcrm 
with this disclosure. 

As to the rgections on the merits, it is noted that the main references cted (Jahn. Fnel 
and Madden) aU relate to makms available some selecttons of paint and or parameters, most 
notably in a vehide assembly Kna The applied references thus basicaUy presume an exisUng 
material application sys.«n and are not directed u, a remote configuration concept tor the 
n>a.eHal application system. It is respectfltUy submitted drat art of record makes no 
suggestion of a s,^ that allows remote configuration of the acmal material appUcation system 
as pres««ly claimed Although it is heUeved that the dahns as originally fll«i were directed to 
the application system and not Ae appUed material such as paint for example, the cbrnrs are 
amended to fWher clarift. ftis aspect of to claimed inventioa Claim 1, and new cla^ 23, 
recite that the system rel«es to configuring a material appUcation system that uses dfierent 
components such as a gua Tire art of record is not dnectedto and camrot sugg«.t such a system. 
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The new claims are directed to additional aspects of the invention and do not add new 
matter. AppUcants generally traverse llie rejections of the dependent claims but detailed 
comment wiU be deferred pending further examination of the independent claims. Favorable 
reconsideration is Tjsquested. 

Req)ectfully submitted, 
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